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Supreme Court of Appeals. 

_ Note. — In this department we give the syllabus of every case de- 
cided by the Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals, except of such 
cases as are reported in full. 



CITY OF RICHMOND v. ROSE. 

Jan. 20, 1921. 

[105 S. E. 554.] 

Upon rehearing. Former opinion (102 S. E. 561) adhered to. 

H. R. Pollard, of Richmond, for plaintiff in error. 
Fulton & Wicker, of Richmond, for defendant in error. 

Per Curiam. Upon a rehearing of this cause, the court ad- 
heres to its former decision (127 Va. — , 102 S. E. 561), Judges 
Burks and Saunders concurring in the result, and Judge Pren- 
tis dissenting. 

Affirmed. 



HUTCHESON v. SAVINGS BANK OF RICHMOND. 
Jan. 28, 1921. 
[105 S. E. 677.] 

1. Fraudulent Conveyances (§ 29* (1)*)— Fraud Must Be Clearly 
Alleged and Proven. — Fraud in a conveyance must be clearly alleged 
and proven; every presumption of law being in favor of innocence, 
and not of guilt. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see 6 Va.-W. [Va. Enc. Dig. 655.] 

2. Fraudulent Conveyances (§§ 271 (2), 295 (1)*)— Proof Must Be 
Clear, Cogent, and Convincing; Burden on One Alleging Fraud. — The 
proof in suit to set aside fraudulent conveyances must be clear, 
cogent, and convincing, and the burden rests on the party alleging 
the existence of fraud. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see 6 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 659.] 

3. Fraudulent Conveyances (§ 29* (2)*) — Fraud May Be Proved by 
Circumstances. — Fraud in a conveyance may be proved, not only by 
positive and direct evidence, but by showing facts and circumstances 
sufficient to support the conclusion of fraud. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see 6 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 659.] 

4. Fraudulent Conveyances (§ 163*)— Fraudulent Intent, Concurred 
in by Both Parties, Vitiates Conveyance^— A fraudulent intent, con- 

*For other cases see same topic and KEY-NUMBER in all Key- 
Numbered Digests and Indexes. 



